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under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

NONPROLIFERATION AMENDMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, in Janu-
ary 2001, a well-respected and bipar-
tisan task force looked at the threats 
facing the United States and rec-
ommended increasing nonproliferation 
funding under the Department of En-
ergy to $3 billion per year for the next 
10 years. As they stated in their report, 
the most urgent unmet national secu-
rity threat to the United States today 
is the danger that weapons of mass de-
struction or weapons-usable materiel 
in Russia could be stolen and sold to 
terrorists or hostile nation-states and 
used against American troops abroad 
or citizens at home. 

This year, now, 3 years after that re-
port, the Department of Energy and 
Department of Defense nonprolifera-
tion budgets only contained $1.8 billion 
combined for nuclear nonproliferation. 
This is simply not enough. 

I offered an amendment that would 
increase the amount of funding for 
nonproliferation by a combined $200 
million, bringing the total for non-
proliferation to $2 billion this year. Re-
grettably, this amendment was not 
made in order. 

On the Defense Department side, our 
amendment would have added $50 mil-
lion for the Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion program, or Nunn-Lugar. The goal 
of Nunn-Lugar is to lessen the threat 
posed by weapons of mass destruction, 
to deactivate and destroy these weap-
ons and to help scientists, formerly en-
gaged in the production of such weap-
ons, start working for peace. To date, 
Nunn-Lugar has reportedly helped de-
stroy over 6,000 warheads. 

The Defense Department authoriza-
tion bill contained a $41.6 million de-
crease in funds for Nunn-Lugar from 
last year’s level. In fact, it is a $34 mil-
lion decrease below the pre-September 
11 level. 

Last year, Congress expanded the 
scope of the Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion program to countries outside of 
the former Soviet Union. They author-
ized $50 million for this purpose. The 
amendment would have provided this 
$50 million. The elimination of Libya 
and Iraq as states of concern have pre-
sented us with new opportunities for 
progress on nonproliferation, as has 
our improved relationship with the 
former Soviet Union states whose need 
for assistance in securing nuclear ma-
terials has never been greater. 
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In the Department of Energy, there 
are countless programs sorely in need 
of additional funding. Our amendment 
would have provided $40 million more 
for global cleanout, a program to se-

cure and dispose of highly enriched 
uranium at research reactors around 
the globe. There are over 345 operating 
or shut-down research reactors in 58 
countries fueled with highly enriched 
uranium. 

The State Department has identified 
24 other facilities for highly enriched 
uranium cleanout operations because 
they have enough uranium to make a 
nuclear weapon. Many of these facili-
ties are guarded by little more than a 
night watchman and a chain link fence. 

The Department of Defense author-
ization bill we just passed only con-
tains $9.8 million for this program, 
which is only enough to clean out one 
site. 

A recent report by the Project of 
Managing the Atom at Harvard Univer-
sity suggests Congress appropriate $40 
million annually to fund global 
cleanout efforts. Our amendment would 
have met or exceeded this goal. And I 
have also introduced stand-alone legis-
lation to establish a structure to 
prioritize the effort to clean out highly 
enriched uranium around the world. It 
would have provided funding to 
downblend highly enriched uranium to 
low enriched uranium so that it could 
not be used directly to make nuclear 
weapons, but would be suitable for nu-
clear power plant fuel. 

Russia currently has over a thousand 
tons of highly enriched uranium, 
enough for 20,000 simple nuclear weap-
ons. Under a 1993 U.S.-Russian agree-
ment, Russia will convert 500 metric 
tons of highly enriched uranium to low 
enriched uranium by 2013, but this pro-
gram was zeroed out in the Department 
of Energy’s budget. We would have 
changed that. 

According to the Stockholm Peace 
Research Institute, only a quarter of 
Russia’s nuclear sites are properly se-
cured. We would have added funding for 
global nuclear security. We would have 
added funding for security upgrades at 
nine Russian weapons complexes. 

The irony of removing this funding, 
of not sensing this urgency, after going 
to war in Iraq over weapons of mass de-
struction stockpiles we have not found, 
when we know there are massive stock-
piles in the former Soviet Union for 
which we have cooperative arrange-
ments to secure and destroy, could not 
be more apparent. The urgency could 
not be greater. 

We would have paid for these pro-
grams, we would have provided for the 
national defense, and this must be an 
urgency. 

Osama bin Laden has declared that 
the acquisition of weapons of mass de-
struction is a religious duty. After the 
Taliban was defeated, blueprints of a 
crude nuclear weapon were found in a 
deserted al Qaeda headquarters in Af-
ghanistan. 

My amendment would not have got-
ten us all the way to the $3 billion rec-
ommended by the Baker-Cutler Com-
mission, but it was an important first 
step. We must continue that process 
now in the conference committee, and I 

would urge the conferees to take up the 
cause of nonproliferation with the ur-
gency it deserves. 

To conclude, Mr. Speaker, as Senator 
Nunn put it so well, the most effective, 
least expensive way to prevent nuclear 
terrorism is to lock down and secure 
weapons and fissile materials in every 
country, in every facility that has 
them. 

f 

THE 63RD ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
HEROIC BATTLE OF CRETE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KING of Iowa). Under a previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
proudly today to celebrate the 63rd an-
niversary of the Battle of Crete, a 
World War II event of epic proportions 
that profoundly impacted on the deter-
mination of many countries to resist 
the aggression of Nazi Germany. 

It is a story of a battered, but brave, 
group of individuals thrown together in 
a combined effort to halt the domina-
tion of a smaller and weaker nation by 
a larger more powerful aggressor. One 
of those individuals, a true hero of the 
battle, is with us tonight in the gal-
lery, Mr. George Tzitzikas, who now 
lives in California. 

Today, more than half a century 
later, the heroic event that took place 
in the Battle of Crete remains etched 
in the memory of people around the 
world. In commemoration of this anni-
versary, and for the benefit of future 
generations, I will share a brief ac-
count of these events as they unfolded. 

Early on the morning of May 20, 1941, 
Crete became the theater of the first 
and largest German airborne operation 
of the war. The skies above Crete were 
filled with more than 8,000 Nazi para-
troopers landing in a massive invasion 
of the island, which was subjected to 
heavy bombing and attacks in what be-
came known as Operation Mercury. 

Old men, women, and children par-
ticipated, and used whatever makeshift 
weapons they could find. They used 
sticks, sickles, and even their bare 
hands to fight those soldiers already on 
the ground. Most of them were illit-
erate villagers; but their intuition, 
honed by the mortal risk they were 
facing, led them to fight with courage 
and bravery. ‘‘Aim for the legs, and 
you will get them in the heart,’’ was 
the popular motto that summarized 
their hastily acquired battle experi-
ence. 

Although the Germans captured the 
island in 10 days, they paid a heavy 
price. Of the 8,100 paratroopers in-
volved in this operation, close to 4,000 
were killed and 1,600 were wounded. So 
injured were the German units that 
they never again attempted an air-
borne assault of the magnitude 
launched at Crete. In fact, it is a lesson 
taught in almost every major military 
academy in the world on what not to 
do. 
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In retaliation for the losses they in-

curred, the Nazis spread punishment, 
terror, and death on the innocent civil-
ians of the island. More than 2,000 Cre-
tans were executed during the first 
month alone, and thousands more 
later. 

Despite these atrocities for the 4 
years following the Allied withdrawal 
from the island, the people of Crete put 
up a courageous guerrilla resistance, 
aided by a few British and Allied offi-
cers and troops who remained. Those 
involved were known as the Andartes, 
the Rebels. 

The German terror campaign was 
meant to break the fighting spirit and 
morale of the Andartes. Besides the 
random and frequent executions, Ger-
man soldiers used other means to 
achieve their goal. These actions only 
made the Cretans more ferocious in 
their quest for freedom. 

Even in the face of certain death, 
while standing in line to be executed, 
Cretans did not beg for their lives. This 
shocked the German troops. Kurt Stu-
dent, the German paratrooper com-
mander who planned the invasion, said 
of the Cretans, ‘‘I have never seen such 
a defiance of death.’’ 

Finally, the Cretan people partici-
pated in one of the most daring oper-
ations that brought shame and humil-
iation to the German occupation forces 
and exhilaration and hope to the 
enslaved peoples of Europe. Major-Gen-
eral Von Kreipe, commander of all Ger-
man forces in Crete, was abducted from 
his own headquarters in April 1944, and 
transferred to a POW camp in England. 
The German troops had never encoun-
tered such resistance. 

Hitler had initially sent 12,000 troops 
to Crete, thinking the occupation 
would be swift. By the end of the 31⁄2 
years of occupation, Hitler had sent a 
total of 100,000 troops to confront the 
little more than 5,000 Cretan Andarte 
fighters. These German troops could 
have been deployed somewhere else. 
More German troops were lost during 
the occupation of Crete than in France, 
Yugoslavia, and Poland combined. 

Most importantly, as a result of the 
battle in Crete, Hitler’s master plan to 
invade Russia before the coming of 
winter had to be postponed, which re-
sulted in the deaths of many German 
troops who were not properly prepared 
to survive the harsh Russian winter. 

Mr. Speaker, we must always remem-
ber that as long as there are people 
willing to sacrifice their lives for the 
just cause of defending the integrity 
and freedom of their country, there is 
always hope for a better tomorrow. 

May we take inspiration from the 
shining example of the people of Crete 
in ensuring that this is, indeed, the 
case. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise proudly today to cele-
brate the 63rd anniversary of the Battle of 
Crete, a World War II event of epic propor-
tions that profoundly impacted on the deter-
mination of many countries to resist the ag-
gression of Nazi Germany. It is a story of a 
battered but brave group of individuals thrown 

together in a combined effort to halt the domi-
nation of a smaller, weaker nation by a larger 
more powerful aggressor. One of those indi-
viduals, a true hero of the battle, is with us to-
night in the gallery, Mr. George Tzitzikas who 
now lives in California. Amidst the cataclysm 
that engulfed the countries of Europe at the 
time, it seems now preposterous that a small 
island dared to stand up to the aggressor to 
preserve its freedom and defend its honor. 
Today, more than half a century later, the he-
roic events that took place in the Battle of 
Crete remain etched in the memory of people 
around the world. In commemoration of this 
anniversary, and for the benefit of future gen-
erations, I will share a brief account of these 
events as they unfolded. 

In early April 1941, the German army 
rushed to the aid of their defeated ally, Italy, 
and invaded Greece. Following a valiant strug-
gle, Greek forces had been pushed entirely off 
the continent and were forced to take refuge 
on the island of Crete. 

The German army then looked covetously 
across the sea to Crete because of the British 
airfields on the island, which could be used by 
the Allies for air strikes against the oil fields of 
Rumania, thereby denying this vital war com-
modity to Hitler’s forces now preparing for 
their attack on Russia. If captured, it would 
also provide air and sea bases from which the 
Nazis could dominate the eastern Mediterra-
nean and launch air attacks against Allied 
forces in northern Africa. In fact, the Nazi high 
command envisioned the capture of Crete to 
the first of a series of assaults leading to the 
Suez Canal. Hitler intended a short, one 
month, campaign, starting in March. On suc-
cessful completion, his troops would be re-as-
signed to Russia. 

Crete’s defenses at the time had been badly 
neglected due to the deployment of Allied 
forces in North Africa. General Bernard 
Freyberg of the New Zealand Division was ap-
pointed by British Prime Minister Winston 
Churchill as commander of a small contingent 
of Allied troops which had been dispatched to 
the island a few months before and re-en-
forced by additional troops who had retreated 
from the Greek mainland. 

Early on the morning of May 20, 1941, 
Crete became the theater of the first and larg-
est German airborne operation of the war. The 
skies above Crete were filled with more than 
eight thousand Nazi paratroopers, landing in a 
massive invasion of the island, which was 
subjected to heavy bombing and attacks in 
what became known as ‘‘Operation Mercury.’’ 
Waves of bombers pounded the Allied posi-
tions followed by a full-scale airborne assault. 
Elite paratroopers and glider-borne infantry 
units fell upon the rag-tag Allied soldiers and 
were met with ferocious resistance from the 
Allied troops and the Cretan population. 

Although General Freyberg had decided not 
to arm the Cretans because they were be-
lieved to be anti-royalist, they fought bravely 
with whatever was at hand during the inva-
sion. As soon as the battle broke out, the peo-
ple of Crete volunteered to serve in the militia. 
Centuries of oppression and several revolts 
against Venetians and Turks had taught them 
that freedom is won and preserved by sac-
rifice, and there was hardly a family without a 
gun stashed somewhere in the house. For the 
first time, the Germans met stiff partisan re-
sistance. 

War-seasoned men joined the regular 
troops in the effort to repel the invader. Old 

men, women and children participated and 
used whatever makeshift weapons they could 
find. They pointed their antiquated guns at the 
descending German paratroopers. They used 
sticks, sickles and even their bare hands, to 
fight those soldiers already on the ground. 
Most of them were illiterate villagers but their 
intuition, honed by the mortal risk they were 
facing, led them to fight with courage and 
bravery. ‘‘Aim for the legs and you’ll get them 
in the heart,’’ was the popular motto that sum-
marized their hastily acquired battle experi-
ence. 

Seven days later, the defenders of Crete— 
though clinging to their rocky defensive posi-
tions—knew that they would soon be overrun. 
The evacuation order was given, and nearly 
18,000 men were rescued. These valiant sur-
vivors had bought the Allies a week’s precious 
time free of Nazi air and sea attacks based 
from Crete. More importantly, they inflicted se-
vere losses on the German airborne forces, 
the showpieces of the Nazi army. Although 
well-armed and thoroughly equipped, the Ger-
mans didn’t break the Cretan’s love of free-
dom. 

Although the Germans captured the island 
in ten days, they paid a heavy price. Of the 
8,100 paratroopers involved in this operation, 
close to 4,000 were killed and 1,600 were 
wounded. So injured were the German units 
that they never again attempted an airborne 
assault of the magnitude launched at Crete. 
Hitler may have won the Battle of Crete, but 
he lost the war. The German victory proved a 
hollow one, as Crete became the graveyard of 
the German parachute troops. In fact, it is a 
lesson taught in almost every major military 
academy in the world on what NOT to do. 

In retaliation for the losses they incurred, 
the Nazis spread punishment, terror and death 
on the innocent civilians of the island. More 
than two thousand Cretans were executed 
during the first month alone and thousands 
more later. Despite these atrocities, for the 
four years following the Allied withdrawal from 
the island, the people of Crete put up a coura-
geous guerrilla resistance, aided by a few Brit-
ish and Allied officers and troops who re-
mained. Those involved were known as the 
Andartes (the Rebels). 

Cretan people of all ages joined or aided 
the Andartes. Children would pile rocks in the 
roads to slow down the German convoys. 
They even carried messages in their school-
books because it was the only place that the 
German soldiers never looked. These mes-
sages contained information critical to the 
Andartes who were hiding in the mountains 
and would come down for midnight raids or 
daytime sabotages. 

The German terror campaign was meant to 
break the fighting spirit and morale of the 
Andartes. Besides the random and frequent 
executions, German soldiers used other 
means to achieve their goal. They leveled 
many buildings in the towns and villages, de-
stroyed religious icons, and locked hundreds 
of Cretans in churches for days without food 
or water, but nothing worked. These actions 
only made the Cretans more ferocious in their 
quest for freedom. 

Even in the face of certain death while 
standing in line to be executed, Cretans did 
not beg for their lives. This shocked the Ger-
man troops. Kurt Student, the German Para-
trooper Commander who planned the inva-
sion, said of the Cretans, ‘‘I have never seen 
such a defiance of death.’’ 
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Finally, the Cretan people participated in 

one of the most daring operations that brought 
shame and humiliation to the German occupa-
tion forces and exhilaration and hope to the 
enslaved peoples of Europe. Major-General 
Von Kreipe, Commander of all German forces 
in Crete, was abducted from his own head-
quarters in April 1944 and transferred to a 
POW camp in England. 

The German troops had never encountered 
such resistance. Hitler had initially sent 12,000 
troops to Crete, thinking that the occupation 
would be swift. By the end of the three-and- 
a-half years of occupation, Hitler had sent a 
total of 100,000 troops, to confront a little 
more than 5,000 Cretan Andarte fighters. 
These German troops could have been de-
ployed somewhere else. More German troops 
were lost during the occupation of Crete than 
in France, Yugoslavia and Poland combined. 

Most importantly, as a result of the battle in 
Crete, Hitler’s master plan to invade Russia 
before the coming of winter, had to be post-
poned, which resulted in the deaths of many 
German troops who were not properly pre-
pared to survive the harsh Russian winter. 

As we Americans know from our history, 
freedom does not come free. For their gallant 
resistance against the German invasion and 
occupation of their island, Cretans paid a stiff 
price. Within the first five months of the Battle 
of Crete, 3,500 Cretans were executed and 
many more were killed in the ensuring three- 
and-a-half years of occupation. 

Mr. Speaker, there are historical reasons 
why we Americans appreciate the sacrifices of 
the Cretan people in defending their island 
during the Battle of Crete. We have a history 
replete with similar heroic events starting with 
our popular revolt that led to the birth of our 
Nation more than two centuries. 

We must always remember that as long as 
there are people willing to sacrifice their lives 
for the just cause of defending the integrity 
and freedom of their country, there is always 
hope for a better tomorrow. May we take in-
spiration from the shining example of the peo-
ple of Crete in ensuring that this is indeed the 
case. 

f 

SMART SECURITY AND ABU 
GHRAIB SCANDAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, amidst 
all the debate about the defense bill, 
we seem to have forgotten one very, 
very important thing, which should be 
the driving force behind every decision 
we make with regard to Iraq. Mr. 
Speaker, nearly 800 young men and 
women have lost their lives as a result 
of the conflict. Eight hundred. 

We must never forget that people are 
dying as a result of the decisions of 
this House. Many of our brave soldiers 
will never again walk this Earth be-
cause of the choices we have made. 
Many more will be lame for life. Clear-
ly, something is wrong with our Na-
tion’s policies when 800 of our soldiers 
have died in Iraq, most of them after 
our flight-clad President declared an 
end to major combat operations. 

Something is most certainly wrong 
when events occur such as the abuses 

in Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq, or even 
events like the deaths of five Iraqi pris-
oners in war-torn detention camps, as 
the Denver Post recently reported. The 
fact that these actions occurred in sep-
arate places, under the command of 
different interrogators, demonstrates 
that this is a systemic problem. 

The Pentagon’s response has been to 
court-martial the young soldiers di-
rectly responsible for these instances 
of torture, calling them bad apples. 
And what has been the response by the 
leaders of this country? Two weeks 
ago, President Bush appeared on Arab 
television condemning the abuses by 
American servicemembers and private 
American contractors. Secretary of De-
fense Donald Rumsfeld testified before 
the Senate and House Committee on 
Armed Services for the same purpose. 
Both men in their respective addresses 
tried to distance themselves from the 
crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, President Harry Tru-
man made famous the quote ‘‘The buck 
stops here.’’ President Bush would be 
well served to take notice of this 
quotation, which President Truman 
thought was so important that he kept 
it as a sign on his desk in the Oval Of-
fice. 

In fact, it is becoming more apparent 
every day that all along both President 
Bush and Secretary Rumsfeld may 
have known more than they were let-
ting on and that the crimes committed 
at the prisons could have originated in 
the Pentagon and passed through the 
Oval Office. 

An investigation by Newsweek maga-
zine provides evidence that President 
Bush and Secretary Rumsfeld, along 
with Attorney General John Ashcroft, 
may have personally agreed to a secret 
system of detention interrogation de-
signed to circumnavigate the Geneva 
Conventions. This information was 
substantiated by a New Yorker maga-
zine article, which similarly detailed a 
Pentagon operation known inside the 
intelligence community as Copper 
Green, which encouraged physical coer-
cion and sexual humiliation of Iraqi 
prisoners in an attempt to produce in-
telligence about the post-war insur-
gency in Iraq. 

Are we really to believe that the Sec-
retary of Defense had no knowledge of 
the actions being taken by the soldiers 
under his command? And if the Sec-
retary of Defense had absolutely no 
knowledge of this abuse, is that not a 
gigantic problem in and of itself? And 
if Secretary Rumsfeld did know of Cop-
per Green, are we really to believe that 
nobody shared this information with 
the President? And if not, why not? 

The buck stops with the Commander 
in Chief, the President of the United 
States. The buck does not stop with 
the young soldiers interrogating Iraqi 
prisoners. The buck does not stop with 
Brigadier General Janis Karpinski, the 
U.S. general in charge of running the 
prisons in Iraq. The buck does not even 
stop with Donald Rumsfeld, the Sec-
retary of Defense. The buck stops with 

the President and only with the Presi-
dent. 

There has to be a better way, because 
the Bush doctrine of passing the buck 
has been tried and it has failed. It is 
time for a new national security strat-
egy, one that emphasizes brains in-
stead of brawn, one that is consistent 
with the best American values. 

I have introduced H. Con. Res. 392, 
legislation to create a SMART security 
platform for the 21st century. SMART 
stands for Sensible Multilateral Amer-
ican Response to Terrorism. SMART 
treats war as an absolute last resort. It 
fights terrorism with stronger intel-
ligence and multilateral partnerships. 
It controls the spread of weapons of 
mass destruction with a renewed com-
mitment to nonproliferation. And it 
aggressively invests in the develop-
ment of impoverished nations with an 
emphasis on women’s health and edu-
cation. 

The buck stops with the President of 
the United States. No more denials, no 
more passing the buck. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

AMERICAN INVESTMENT IN INDIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, because 
the issue of American investment in 
India has been a particular point of de-
bate here in the Congress, I want to say 
a few words about the recent elections 
in India and what they portend for 
Americans and Indians alike. 

b 1945 

For many months now I have been 
talking about how our Nation’s success 
in a 21st century economy is going to 
hinge on companies that are success-
fully able to invest and compete glob-
ally. It is these companies, the ones 
who invest in emerging overseas mar-
kets, that use global investment to 
maximize their efficiencies and create 
new opportunities right here in the 
United States. 

Economic isolationists have tried to 
claim that investment in India is bad 
for Americans. They have claimed that 
new job opportunities in cities like 
Hyderabad and Mumbai mean job 
losses here at home. They have tried to 
tell the American people that we can-
not compete with a growing Indian 
middle class. 

As economic news from India, such as 
the 10 percent GDP growth rate last 
year, grew brighter and brighter, the 
isolationists’ predictions of gloom grew 
darker and darker. 
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